Teaching and learning are a set of scholarly innovations to promote learning (5, 6) . Every faculty member might be a good teacher, which manifests as the art of teaching in the form of the teacher's activities to enhance learning in students (7, 8) ; however, this is not sufficient to guarantee learning, since this level of teaching is merely based on specialized knowledge of contents. To achieve the scholarly function of teaching and learning, a faculty member must acquire specialized knowledge and master the teaching contents. Other necessary skills in this regard include class management, communication with students, educational design, graphic design, conflict management, economic development, political analysis (9, 10), curriculum development, and applying distant learning (11) .
Allan and Field believe that scholarly teaching is a type of wise contemplation of the teaching and learning process, which is beyond the realm of the class (12) . With respect to the scientific function of teaching and learning, the knowledge and experience of teachers compile throughout years and are not restricted to the teacher, but rather to the 'social capital' as stated by Boyer (1) ; this knowledge must be made available for use, criticism, and revision (13, 14) .
Scholarship of integration has become increasingly important in recent decades.
Scientific and technological advances have enabled access to extensive knowledge of various fields, which may be short-lived due to the rapid change of information. Therefore, assessment and integration of diverse must overstep a specialized discipline and search for the connections between the conducted researches within or between various disciplines (4). Basically, science must be viewed in a broad sense in order to discover the associations of events without restriction to a specific field of specialty (5).
Some examples of integration are metaanalysis, systematic reviews, book authorship, interdisciplinary activities, producing decision-making and policymaking documents, scientific manuscripts and critiques, and writing references (12, 15, 16 share of the five dimensions depending on their discipline within a score range of 0-100.
Data analysis was performed in SPSS version
18 using one-sample t-test, ANOVA, and
Tukey's post-hoc test. In the evaluation of scholarship functions based on the discipline, the results indicated that all the functions were affected by the discipline (P<0.01). To assess the interdisciplinary differences, Tukey's post-hoc test was used ( Table 1) . Application of research in humanities was significantly lower compared to engineering, basic sciences, and basic medical sciences, while humanities had a higher integration function compared to the other disciplines (P<0.01).
Moreover, scholarship of application had a higher share in engineering compared to the other disciplines (P<0.01).
With respect to the scholarship of application, the information in Table 2 demonstrates that the items about the provision of practical healthcare services had high rates among the participants of the medicine and paraclinical medicine. However, since most of the items in this dimension were related to the connection of industries, universities, and research and development centers, the mean value was higher in the engineering discipline compared to medical sciences.
In terms of educational scholarship, the highest mean value was obtained in basic medical sciences (P<0.05). As for scholarship engagement, the lowest mean value was observed in the pure basic sciences compared to the other disciplines (P<0.01).
In terms of educational scholarship, basic medical sciences had the highest mean value compared to the other disciplines (P<0.05). 
Graph 1: The expected Scholarship functions from the viewpoint of faculty members in different disciplines
In the engineering discipline, the main priorities were research, teaching, application, integration, and engagement scholarships. In the humanities, the priorities were application, 
